








To the Aen. HH, A. W. Ske Judgve of the Cireuit Court of Lee 
County W Lye Linviem ; 


| Your complainant, Joseph Blalock, he would resrect- 
| 


fully represent and show unto vour honor that on the 26th day 


jof September 1889 purchased from Jno. Lorton, Sen.,g@ certain 





tract of land in Lee County Virginia, containins three acres 
more or less for which he was to pay the sum of $85.09 and 


which said purchase¥ money has since been vaid by vour complain- 


At the time voyr complainant purchased the said land, 
Ithe said Jno, Lorton executed tbh him a writing in the nature 
of a titie Bond binding himself to make a deed ofgeneral 


warranty when said vurchase money was raid. Sald contract or 
| VA 

title bond is here filed Mm FThis bill marked "title bond" 
| 











mand asked to be made anart nereof. Your complainant alleges 
thet limmediatelvy after the purchase of said land he went into 
bossession thererory and has remained in possession openly, 
Ine teriously and adversely-down to the voresent time, 

fhat vour comriainant allezes that the said JH@, Lorton 
lion day of 18 departed this life, not having made 
your complainant a deed to said land, according to said con- 
| 
tract. Your conplainant would show your honor that one ~P, 


| 


Lorton, a son of Jno, Lorton deceased got hola of the deed 
which one Bm. S$, Ball and wife ned made to Jno. Lo: 

land vurchased bv him after the death of Jno. Lorton,/ said 
deed ey. eae tT Te clerks office of Lee 
County Virginia) The said B. L. Lorton procured another deed 
from Wm, S. Ball and wife dated October oO, 1890 and recorded 
Hn deed book 25, page 558. In which deed he attennted to get 
titie bo your complainants said three anre tract of land but 
failed as said deed did not eover vour complainants tract. 

| your complainants not having 9 deed of said land ane 


wanting one, and knowing that the legal title was in the chil- 


fren and heirs at law of Jno. Lerton deceased. B. L. Lorton 


oan 


| 
Li $ 4 » j 
Pe. of the saic children and one heir -gat law represented t 





= 


née could make a good deed and B. L. Lorton made to your com 
jPlainant a deed te said land, attempting on the 16th day of 
September 1907 to make to your complainant a deed. Said deed 
is of record in deed book number A6, 
vwour 

Your complainant being illiterate and havine no 
tion—-did not know but that the said B. L. Lorton eould make a 
meed to him and he soon ascertained that } lk. Lorton had 
absolutely no title to said tract of land anda 1t having never 

ieeded to him either by his father or Wm. S. Ball or any 
an 
Your complainant will now futher show your honor that 


there has been vending in your honors court, a chancery Ca tees 


7 
Styled Peck Jarnagan & Co., Plaintiff against RB. L. Lorton, 


Defendent, asking to enforce jucement lien against your com— 
plainants three acr eentract of land, In the said suit it is 
alleged that the judgment in favor of Peck Jarnazan & Go. is 

a lien against your complainant three acres of land on account 


oa 


or BB. Lu. Lerten making 4 


» 


when he hadino title. 

In said caddSuch proceedings nave been had that JAB, 
W, Orr, special commissioner in said cause has sold or 
attempted to sell without any notice to your complainant, who 
is in possession of the said tract of land, Your comolainant? 
said three acres, dal fang Beild to W, E. Orr, who wes the 
purcnasen for a small sum to-wit $35.09. gaia sale has been 
confirmed to said W. E. Orr and a deed mane to him and said 


AeA) x ee Ty 
WY. K. Orr has sold said land to 4A wan by the name of Woodward 


Wor Y 
and is now trying to putecYoodward in vossession of said land. 
~ 
Your complainant on the 14th aay of November 1902 Leet 
& copy of the writ of possession served Gechim. gaia copy is 
here filed marked A and asked to be made apart ef this pil. 
Now your complainant allezes that this said writ of rossession 
V/ aoe 
was served by one Litrell, a constable of Lee Countv when it 
was directed to the sheriff of the county,and it having been 


| 
iesued by the court .Your conmmlainant alleges that the said 


B. L. Lerton nad no titie B® saia land that the lezal title 





ni said land that the legal tatie is in the onildren and heirs 
eS a 
pi Jno, Lerten. dec ceased, that his said three acre of land wa 


recentliv sold, that the constable, Wm, Litrell should be y 


enjoined and restrained from executing said writ of possession, u 


S 


that the deed executed Ag Jas. W. Grr to W. H. Orr and te 


Woodward shoulc be declared null and void, 

The prayer of vour complainant is that the said Wm, 
Litrell, constabie, W, ] WT ee Woodward antd-baad,, 
jer be made parties defendent 6&F this bil and answer the 
Same but not on oath, that being waived that said Win. Litrell, 
constable and WY. E, Orr be enjoined from executing said writ 
of possession and that said deeds be set aside as ehev are 
encumbrances on the title of said land and your complainant 
pray tirat for all other and further relief generally that the 
nature of his case Mav require or to equity seem mete and 


11 ever pray ect, 


FpeuNnty to-wi 

G. Eivy a Commissioner in Chanceker for the 
Cireuit court of Lee county Virginia. Do certify that Joseph 
Blalock personally anpeared before me and made oath that the 
statements and allezations in the forefsoing bilictwettrue 


A, 
Miven under my hand this the 16th dav of November 1908, 


A 


—_— 5 — —o, ee = a a 


Jemmissioner in Chancerv, 





THE COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA. 
10 the Sheriff of the County of Lee, Greeting: 

WE Gommand fou that you put W. E. Orr in possession of that 
Gertain tract or tareel of land saxa to him by James W. Orr, Spec 
1@1 Commissioner, in the Chancer; cause lately pending in the Cizre°ondt 
vourt of the County of? Lee an which Peck, Jarnagin & COMmpany were 
plaintiffs, and B. Li. Lorten, defendsnt and which tract of lang 
i8 in the bill and proceedingéin eeid badae mentioned and Geseribed, 
and decreed. to be sold therein, it being one of the tractédo? jznd 
Scld andsconveyed by Ym. &. Ball and “ive to the said 
orton by deed dated oat. 2nd, 1899, eni o” reoré in the cleric's 
office ox Lee vounty, Yirginia,.in book “25, pesge- 558, and. the ager 
tract or parcel of lsna attemt ped to be sold and conveyed py said 
Lorton and wife to Joe Blaylock and wife by. desd dated Sept. LOth, 
1907, and recordes Gi the gai Glirk's office in book GO , 
and which trect of Tanda was conveyvei by the said 
Said Chancery cause to the said 
1908, and recorded in the BAG olerk's office / containing three 
acres more or less, ( end on which tract of jand the said Jag Blaylock 
now resides). t 
And how you have executed thi¢ writ make known to 


the seid Court at the court-house of ssid county on the first dev 


\-ae, 5 


or the next tern of nai Sscurt. And have then there this. writ. 


Ti * 
Witness YY ZS ae: , Clerk of our seid court, at the 


court house, the 4th dey 4? November, 1908,.-end in the RID year 


of the Commonweal th. 
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tn 
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To the Hon. H. A. W. Skeen, Judge of the Cireuit Court 
for Lee County, Virginia. 

fhe demurrer and answer of W. E. Orr and Wm. Woodward to a 
bill in chancery filed in this honorable court against them and 
Wm. Littrell by Joseph Blaylock, #or demurrer thereto these respon 
dents say that the said bill is not sufficient in law for them to 
be called upon to answer, and they démur thereto, but should any 
other or further answer be neces SSary, answering they say, that it 
is true that the lands mentioned in plaintiff's bill was sold in the 
chancery cause lately pending in your honor's court in which Peck 
Jarnigan & Company were plaintiffs and B. L. Lorton was defendant, 
and at which sale your respendent W. EH. orr became the purchaser, 
that said purchase was duly completed and a deed made to him for 
the said land by the commissioner who sold the same, and that 
he has since then gold and conveyed the said tract or parcel 
of land to your respondent Wn. Woodward, and your respondent®s1- 
legeg that the roceedings in the said chancery cause were regular 
and said sale and confirmation of the Same was in accordance with 

and in the decree rendered 
the decreed rendered in said aay the 14th day of Sept. L9 OB, 
your =O AL ae a writ of possession to the said purchaser to 
cause the smee to have the possession of the said tract or par- 
cel ie a. upon application to the clerk of this court for the 
Same; that he applied to the clerk of the court for the ssid 
writ and the same was duly issued and placed in the hands of an 
officer vor execution, a copy of which writ ls exhibited with 
complainant's bill. ‘hee bill, exhibits, decrees, reports &, 
and @1Li ioe the proceedings in the said Chencery cause of Peck 

Jarnigan Company ageinst the said Bie Lorton, still remain on file 


in the elerk's office of this honorable court , end are referred to 


and made e part of this answer in so far as ee are applicable to 


uestions raised b 
the proper adjudication of the, said Blaylodk' S bili of injunction. 


tour respondents deny the validity of the, pretended title bond exhib- 


en 





“oe 


ited by complainstg in his said bill, the same is not under 


eal and thereiis- noi purchase price stated, and they plead the statute 


of limitation against the enforcement in any manner of the said 


paper at this late date. And your respondents deny tnat the said 
Joseph Blaylock ever paid to John Lorton, Sr. one cent of 

purchase money for said land, and they likewise deny that the said 
John Lorton, Sr. ever paid to Wm. S* Ball any amount what ever for 
the said land or ever had any title thereto from the said Wm. S. Ball 
who was the owner of the same. Up@n the contrary, as will] be seen 
by inspection of the proceedings in the chuncery cause of 

Peck, Jarnigan & Company sgainst 3B. L. Lorton, the said 5B. L. 
Lorton, sometines called Bayless Lorton, was the purchaser of 

the said tract of land from the said Wm. S. Ball and Mary J. Ball 
his wife, ang at the price ot $125.00, which purchese money was 
fully paid and the said Ball and wife on the 2nd day of Oct. 1890 
conveyed by proper deed to the said Bayless Lorton, Ee rR tract 
or parcel of land. (See their deed filed as em exhibit, in original 
cause), and as will be seen by an inspection cf the record and 
proceedings in said cause, the land as beofre stateg Wee, ONG to pay 
a judgment or judgments obtained in your honor's court,before a Ju-s 
tice of the Peace against the said 3. L. Lorton, and which were duly 
docketed in the clerk's oifice of this couvkty and became liens 

upon the seid land while the same was onwed by the said os. L. Lorton, 
(see abeke¥ of jeaid judgment§/as exhibited in said chancery casue+ 
And your respondents further allege that after the docketing of said 
judgmentDecember 14th, 1906, and January 1st, 1907, respectively, 
and on the 10th day of September 1907, the said Joseph Blaylock and 
wife procured from the said BH. L. Lorton and wife a dced purporting 
to convey the said tract of land to them, and your respenhents re- 
spectiully submitthatthe said Blaylock is’ estoppeds by the said 

deed from the said Lorton and wife to deny that the said Lorton 

had axtitle to the ssid land anthis denie@ in his bill is not openly 


in the teeth of the record but slso in the teeth of his own deed, 





that he undertook to receive from the said Lorton and wife , fu 
copy of said last mentioned deed from the said Lorton and wife 

to the said Blaylock and wife is herewith filed as part hereof 
marked "Deed". Your respondentsdeny that Am. §. Ball and wife 
ever made any deed for the said land to Johnphorton the father 

of B. L. Lorton, and they deny that B. L. Lorton ever got hold of 
such deed and distroyed the same, no such deed ever was made. 

And your respondents: allege that the deed from Wn. Se Ball to 

B. L: Lorton dated Oct. end, 1890 does coverythe tract of land in 
controversy. Your respondents deny that the legal title to said lana 
is in the children and heirs of John Lorton, deceased, upon the 


contrary it was in the said 3B. L. Lorton and was properly sold to 


pay the judgment liens against him. 
fully 
Now having r~euswered your respo staph pray, tka at the 


‘ : be ALE Y 
Complainant's biil be dismissed .and {ens of possession be 


executed amd your respondents Wn. Woodward the VP BOt, Pt the said W. 
Y tihky nuadle~% iy bb KN, 
KE. Orr be placed in possession of theVsaiad aed: of land. Ana your 


fespondents will ever pray &@. 
v4 
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Joseph Blaylock, Plaintiff. 
Vs. In chancery 


William Littrell, W. E. Orr end William Woodward, Defendants. 


This cause came on this day to heard on the bill of the 
plaintiff en exhibit therewith the answer of the defendants, 
W. EH. Orr and William Woodward, and exhibits therewith the injune-— 
tion granted in the cause on November, 18, 1908, and the motion 


of the defeidants to dissolve seid injunction, and was argued by 


counsel. 


On consideration thereof, it wi 04 judgea, Ordered 
and decreed that the said injunction be and is hereby dissolved, 
ea he Te Fert Re ge tet LORE bho mer CNR L..0f thee n dunia treba 


VOU-HTEE WET tol” pose agi Oni gsued..in.the 


“Cibeowhithepdes And further time being asked by the plaintiff in 


which to take and introduce evidence to establish his claim to 


the said land, tie cause is continued. 





Us ly, heh 
an 


Vl a Sittrell ct as a 


(itp teed oleeree. 
he Lae ta} S/ ee ae 
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The deposition of W. EE. Wynn, ‘taken at the law office of Jame 
W. Orr, in Jonesville, Vir:inia, Feb. 6th, 1909, by agrecment 
of parties, to be read as eveidence in the chéncery ecsuse pending 


in the Circuit Court of Lee County, Virgi ia, in which Josevh 


Blaylock is plaintiff, and Wm. Littrell and others are defendants 


James W. Orr, counsel for Deft. 
PRESENT 


Counsel for pltt. 


The said W. E.Wynn a witness of lawful age being duly sworn 
depogses end says: 
QUESTION BY DEFENTAN?'’sCOUNSEL* 

Please state yo r age and residence. 

59 years old, reside nearJonesville, Virginia. 

Are you acquainted with M. S. Ball, and whthohis nand- 
writing, and if so, for how long? 
Ans. I am acqusinted with M. 5S. Ball, and have known him 
for forty years, formerly lived near him. I have sean hig hend 
writing frequently and think I am acauainted with ft. 
Qe 3 I now show you a paver filed with the plaintiff's bill 
dated Sept. eo6th 1889, and which purports to be a writing 
executed by John Lorton,Sen. to Joseph Blaylock, in reference 
to lend, end will akk you to sta te in whose hand w riting 
itis. 
Ans. It looks to be the hand writing of il. S. Ball. 
Qe 4 i#. the name John, Lorton, Sen.,.to0 said paper in. tne 
same hend writing of the paper itself? 
Ans. It Jooks to be the same hand writing. 


QD And further this deponant sayth not. 








The depositions ef Jeseph Blaylock and ethers taken before mé, 
Allie 0, Freeman, a Notary Public for Lee County, Virginia, at the 
Law Office of James W. Orr, in the Town of Jonesville, on the 2e2n day 
of January, 1909, by consent of parties to be read as evidence in be~ 
half eof the plaintiff in a certain Chancery guit pending in the Cir— 
cuit Court for Lee Caunty, in which Joseph Blaylock is plaintiff, and 
William Litterell and others are defendants. 

Present: Ba G. Ely, atterney for the plaintiff. 


Jas. W. Orr, Attorney for the defendants, 


Joseon Blaylock, a witness ef lawful age being duly sworn deposes 
and says. 

Q-1- Please state your age, residence and occupation? 

A. Age 64, Live in Lee County at Ewing, Virginia, and am a farat 
er. 

Q-2- Please state whether or not you are the Jeseph Blaylock who 
Chaims title te the three acre tract of land in controversy in this 
Suit? 

A. I am the man that claims title to this land. 


Q-3- Please state how long you have been in possession of this 


tract of land and what title papers you nave for it? 


A. I have been in possession about 19 years. I have 4 title bond 
to the land from the old man Jonn Lorton which is filed with the bill, 
and that is the title under which I took pessession of the land. LI 
abso have a deed from 3. L. Lorton whe was a son ef John Lorton, de~ 
ceased, for the same tract ef land. He wrote to one of my sens after 
he left the State that he would make a aeed to the piece of land for 
$15.00 and like a fool we sent him the money and ne made us a deed. 

The foregoing answer is excepted to in s0 far as it seeks to set 
up any title or claim to the land in contreversy in conflict with the 
deea from B. L. Lorton to the plaintiff. 


Jas. W. Orr for def endant Se 


t 





Q-4- Please state what was the consideration to be paid te Jonn 
Lerten for the said tY¥act of land and state whether or not it has ever 
been paid? 

fhe forecoing question and any answer thereto is excepted to be~ 
Gause this witness is incompetent to testify in rezard to any trans~ 
action between him and John Lorton, the said John Lorton being dead. 
das. We. Orrs 

A. I bought it in two lots, one let I was to pay $40.00 for and 
the other $45.00, to pay %85'00 for all. 

Q-5- Please state if you know from whom John Lorton bought this 


Piece of land? 


~ 


Exeepted te because there should be better evidence ad the bet~ 


ter evidence should be produced, 
Jas. We. Orr. 


A, He pought it from William Ball, old Tommy Balls Willig@m known as 
"Yellew Bill", 
Q-s- Please state if you Know whether or not William Ball ever 
Made to John Lerten a deed to this land? 
Excepted to for the same reason that if a decd was made, the deed 
Should be produced or preperly accounted for. 
Jas, We OTs 
R&R A deed was made by William Ball and wife to John Lorton and I 
saw the deed at Jahn Lorton's house about the time that Jehn Lorton 
Made me the title bond. 
| The foregoing inguiry and answer thereto are all excepted to in 
so far and for the reason that they are in conflict with the deed 
taken by the plaintiff from B. L. Lorton for the land in controversy. 
J13. We. Orr. 
Q-7- Please state if you know what ever became of the deed made 
by William Ball to John Lorton? 


Excepted to for the same reason, 
Jas. We. Orr, 


A. I donot know what ever became of the deed, 
Q-3- Please state whether or not B. L. Lorten ever had any title 
that you know of in any way to this land which you bought from his 


iather, John Lorton? 





+, 


Excepted to because in conflict with and intending to contradict 

the deed accepted and taken by the plaintiff from the s:iid B.L. Lorton. 
JaS, We Ors 
A. He never had any th:t I know of. He trjed to buy this land from 

me one time out I refused to sell it to hin. 

Q-9- Please state whether or net if you knew the deed from William 
Ball and wifW® on October 2nd, 1°90, and recorded in Deed Book 25 Dd. 
55% to B. L. Lorton, covers the three agre tract of land that you 
pought from John Lorton’? 


Exeepted to fer the same reason. 
Jas. W. Orr. 


A, It does not. 
O-10- State whether or not you are still in the possession of this 
three acre tract of land? 
A, Yes sir. 
S1l- State whether or not Willian Litterell, Constable of Lee 
County, served on you a copy of a writ of pesse ssion? 


A, Not on my but on one of my boys who was living in the house. 


The defendants counsel not waiving his exceptions to the examina~ 
tion of this witness but relying thereon proceeds to cross” examine the 
witness as follows: 

XQ-1- Is it not a fact that B. L. Lorton and Vinia Lerton his 
wife, did convey to you the tract of land in controversy by deed dated 
September 16th, 12907? 

A, They did fix up a decd and send it back here and my son paid 
them tne %15,00. 

XQ-2- You accepted the. said deed and had it recorded in the clerk's 
Office, did you not? 

A, I did. I was adivised that way and Knew no better, 

XQ-3- State whether or not that deed properly describes the tract 
er parcel of land in controversy? 

A, On hearing the calls of said deed read I suppose that covers 


the land in controversy. 


Xo-4- You have stated in your examination in chief that you paid 


te Jonn Lorton the purchase price for this land. Have you any re~ 





ceipts or notes lifted, or any other evidence of that fact? 

A, here was an old note for 520,00, the Last payne nt put I do not 
know whether it eould now be read sufficiently to show what it is or 
Not. I think I left that note with M, G Ely. 

XQ-5- You state that you are still in pessession of this land. Is 


it not a fact that the house is vacant and has been for some time? 


A, My sen, who was living in the house moved out about two months 


ago and moved his effects but left some of mine in the house and I 
have the door locked. 

3- You have stated that B. L. Lorton never had any title to this 
tract of land that you know of. Is it not a fact that by deed dated 
the 2nd day of October, 19890, made by William &. Ball and Mary J. his 
wife, to Bayless Lerton, who is known 4s B. L. Lorton, conveyed to 
the said 8. L. Lorton this tract of land, together with another tract, 
a cooy of wnich said deed is exhibited in this cause marked "E"? 

A. On hearing the calis read iz;cannot say whether they are calls 
of this tract in contreversy or not. 

And further this depoenent sayeth not, 


(Signature waived.) 


C. H. Blaylock, another witness of Lawful age being duly sworn de~ 
poses and says: 
O1- Please state your age, residence, and occupation, and your 
relat ionsaip to the plaintiff? 
A. I am 32 years old. Residence Ewing, Va. ai a farmer, Son of 
the plaintiff, 
o> Please state whether or not you are acquainted with the 3 
acre tract of land owned by your father in ontroversy in this suit 
and how long have you Known it? 
A. I have Knewn the land for 168 1? years, prinelpally raised 
near it. 
@3- You have just heard read the calls in a deed made in 1890 
by William S. Ball and wife to Bayless Lorton. Please state whether 


or not the calls in that deed with reference to the 3 acre tract covers 





or is the same tract of land in controversy in this suit? 
Excepted to because intended te contradict or deny the title re~ 
ceived by the plaintiff and wife from B. L. Lorton ana wife, and is 


Net admissible. 
das. W. Orr. 


A. I do not think that it covers the piece of land my father 
bought, at least the corners do not corresponde with any that I have 
ever heard called. The William survey I do not know what viece of 
land that is. 

Q-4- Please state whether or not if you know B. L. Lerton ewned 
or had any title to the plece of land your father bought from Joun 
Lorton? 

Exeepted to for the safle reason, 

Jas. W. Orr. 
A, I could not say that he did or dia not for I do not know, 


Corss7~ Examination. 


XQ-1- Does the calls in the deed from B. L. Lorton and wife to 
your father and mother cover the three acre tract of land in contro™ 
verpy at 211% 

A. I do not think that it does, I am of opinion that there is 


a gall or two left out after reaching tne south line mentioned. 


Ana further this deponent sayeth not. 


(Sienature waived) 


Samile Stanley, another witness of lawful are,  seing duly sworn 
leposes and says. 
G-1- Please state your age, residence, and. occupation, andi whether 
or not you are acquainted with the land in contreversy? 
A. I am 52 years old, fr side at Ewing, Va, am a farmer, and I 
know the piece of land that Lorten sold to Blaylock. i have known it 
2 or 13 year. 
Q-2- Please state if you know wiether or not William S. Bali and 
wife ever made to Jonn Lorton a deed to this land which Lorton sold to 


Blaylock? 





ixeepted to because intending to conflict with the piaintiffs deed 


frem B. L. Lorton and wife, 


A, I do not know, 

O-3- You have heard read the calls ef the two acre tract in the deed 
Made by Ball and wife to Bayless:Lerton in 1990, Please state whether 
or not these calis ceversthis three acre tract of land in controversy, 
er was that land deeded to you bw B. L. Lorton? 

A. 'f seems to me that it covers both the Blaylock land and the 
land whieh L bought. 

Q-4~ How much land did you buy from Bayless Lorton? 

A, 83 acres more or less. 

O- 5> Have you a deed from Bayless Lorton'for the 23 acres, and 
if you have will you please file a copy of this with your deposition? 

A. I have and file a copy with my deposition, 

Q-5- State whether or not this land borders on or adjoins the 3 
acre tract of Blavlock's? 

A, Yes sir, it adjoins it on the west side of the ridce lot, 

@7- Please state whether or not at the time you boucht this 
iand from Bayless lLorton you understood from him that he claimed any 
other land there, or did he sell you all the land he owned in that 
Place? 

Execepted to because in conflict with the plaintiff's deed, 

W. OTs 

A, He sold me all that he said belonced to him. He said to make my 
deed running west side of the ridge lot. He said he did not want to 
Make me a deed to anything that did not belonse to him, 

S8- On which side of the ridge let does the Blaylsck land lie? 

A,. It lies on the west side of the lot. 

{9 Who else was present at the time this deed was executed when 
B. L. Lorton said that he did not want to deed something that dia not 
belong to him, that Blaylock had bought the other piece of land from 


nig father? 


A, I do not Know just who was present. I do not recollect any 


Dody exeept Mr. Ball, myself and Lerton It 





sterl Robinsons, 


Cposs~Examination, 


XQ-1- Please state whether or not the calls in deed from B. L. Lor 


ten and wife to Joseph Blaylock and wife, dated 16th of September, 


1907, in your opinion covers the 3 acre tract of land in controversy? 
A. I think the calls do as far as they ge. I think they are cor 
rect from the spetted oak south with the road to a south line, then 
from there as I understand it the boundary should go west with that 
line, put as to how tne other corners get around to the spotted oak, 
L do not Know how that is, 
And further this deponent sayeth not, 


(Signature waived.) 


lucy Pridemere, another witness of lawful age being duly sworn de~ 


bDeses and says: 


Q-1- PleaS€ sta.e your residence and relationship to Jonn Lorton, 
deceased? 
A, ® live at Ewing, Va., and he is my father, 
Q-2- How long has your father been dead? 
A. About 18% years. 
C-3- State whether or not you are acquainted with the 3 acre 
tract of land which your father sold to Joseph Blaylock? 
A. Yes sir. I have been on it mw many times and have lived on it, 
but I could not tell you how it runs. 
G4- Do you remember about the time your father sold this land 
to Mr. Blaylock? 
A, Yes sir. 
Q-5- Please state if you know whether or not your father ever 
had a deed to this land from William Ball and wite? 
A, Yes sir he had one. I could not read it but I heard him read 
the deed. 
CS- Do you know what ever became of that deed? 
Al I donot. My Brother Bayless got hold of the deed after ny 


father died and I do not know what he did with it. 





C7- What other land did your father own there besides the 3 
acrés sold to Blaylock? 

A, My Gather also owned the land that Bayless sold to Mr, Stan- 
Leys 


Q-3- Please state whether or not you ever heard Bayless Lorton 


Say anything about having title to the tract. of land which your father 


Seld to Mr. Blaylock? 
A. No sir I never did, but I heard him say that he was eroing to 
try to buy this land from Mr, Blaylock a short time before he left, 
Excepted to in so far as in conflict with the plaintiff's deed 
fndm B. L. Lorton and wife, 
Jas.W. Orr. 
g-9I- Do you or not know anything of your father making to Bayless 
Lorton a deed to this Blaylock lana? 
A. 4. do ne, | 
Cross Examtnation, 

XQ-1l- Can you read and write? 

A. No sir, 

XQ-2- = You stated that you heard your father John Lorton read the 
deed from Ball and wife and you also stated that ater your father's 
death, your brother Bayless Lorton Zot hold of the deed and that you 
did not know what became of it? How do you know that Bayless got hold 
of that particular deed? 

A, I do not know for certain, only what he told me and what paps 
wife told me. 

AQ-3- So you do not Know of your own Knowledge whether or not 
Such a deed ever existed, and if so, what became of it do you? 

A. I do not. I only Know what someone else Says. iI heard my 
lather read it, ; 
And further this deponent sayeth Not, 


(Signature waived,) 


I.S.Snaveley, another witness of lawful age being duly sworn deposes 
and says? 


—" om D Qa Ag a 
Q-1 “lease state your ave, residence, anj occupation? 





yr. 


A, 5%years oli, live at Ewing, Va. ama farmer. 

(-e- State whether or net You are acquainted with the Blaylock 
three acre tract of land in controversy in this suit and how long have 
you know it? 

A. I am acquainted with it and have Known it about 25 or 27 years. 
Q3- Please state whether or not you were present wnen the deed 
was executed or written by 3. L. Lorton to Samel Stanley and written 

by M. S. Ball’ 

A. I do not think I was present. 

state whether or not you ever heard Bayless Lorton 
Say any thing ab ait this Blaylock tract of land not pGing nis? 

A. iI do not remember hearing him say anything about it. 

Q-5- Please state if you Know whether or not John Lorton ever had 
a deed from William Ball and wife? 

A. He claimed he did when I moved there. He called it his land. 
My recollection is that he showed me the deed once but I am not posi7 
tive. The man talked a great deal of what he had and boasted about 


his affairs. 


The foregoing is excepted to because in conflict with the Dlain- 


tiffs deed from Lorton and wife. 


dames We. Orv. 


Os Please state whether or not tne eitizen's in that nelghbor~ 
Hood: of where Capt. Jonn Lorton lived, recognized the fact that he 
owned the two tracts of land, that is the Blaylock tract and the tract 
djeeded by Bayless Lorton to Samel Stanley? 

A, X@4XSABGA 

Wxcepted to because kReresay and immaterial and in egonflict with 
the vlaintiffs deed from B. L. Lorton and wife, 
Jas. W. OTT. 
he YO SiPs I lived in the ne&@hberhood and all the citizens 
recognized the fact that he was the owner of the land and bought 
Doarda trees from him, and I remember one instance in which ne sold to 


Smith Ball a richt~of-way across the land. Never heard of anyDody 





C€lse glaiming it. 


Cross~Examination. 
XQ-1- Did the Citizens base their recognition on the right of 
John Lorton on the fact that he had title to the land, or only on the 
fact that he was tn possession of it and claiming it? 
A. He was in possession ani claiming the land, but I know nothing 
avout the title, 


And further this deponent sayeth not. 


(Signature waived) 


State of Virginia, 
Gounty of Lee, to-wit: 


The forezoing depositions of Joseph Blaylock, G. H, Blay~ 


leck, Samuel Stanley, Lucy Pridemore, and T. 5. Snaveley, were taken 


and sworn to before me at the time and place aijid for the purpose in 
the caption mentioned. 


Given under my hand this the 22nd day of January, 90°. 
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The depositions of Joseph Blaylock and others taken before me, 
Allie 0, Freeman, a notary public for Lee County, Virginia, in the 
lav elfice.of Jas. W. Orr, in the Town of Jonesville,. on the 22nd day 
of January, 1909, by consent of parties, to be read as evidence in 
a certain Chancery suit pending in the Circuit Court for Lee County, 

in which Joseph Blaylock is plaintiff and William Littrell and others 
are defendants. 

Present: M. G. Ely, Attorney for the Plaintiff, 

Jas. W. Orr, Attorney Tor the defendants, 

Josepn Blaylock, a witness of lawful age being duly sworn depdses 
and says: 

Ques, 1- Please state your age, residence, and occupation? 

Ams. [Yam gaxty-tour years old, reside at Ewing, Lee County,.Va., 
and am a farmer. 

Gues. 27 ..Please state whether or not you are the Joseph Blay~ 
lock who elaims title to the three acre tract of land in controversy 
an toes sult? 

Ans. I am the man that claims title to this land. 

Ques. 37 Please state how long you have been in possession of 
this land and what title papers have you to it? 

Ans. I have been in possession about nineteen vears. I have a 
title bond to the land from the old Man John Lorton which is filed 


“ 


with the bill and that is the title under which I took possession of 


Ve ot 
the land. I also have a deed from B. L. Lorton who was a son ort Jonn 


Lorton, deceased, for the same tract of land. He wroté to one of my 
sons a& ter he left the State that he would make a deed to the piece 
of land for 515.00, and like a fool we sent him the money and he made 
us the deed. 

The foregoing answer is excepted to in so far as «hm it 
seeks to set up any title or claim to the land in controversy in con 
flict with the deed from B. L. Lorton to the plaintiff. 


J. W.- Orr for Defendants, 





€ 


Ques.4@ State whether or not John Lorton is dead and died without 
making you any deed to the land, and how long he has been dead? 

Ans. He is dead and died without making me a deed, and has been 
dead about eighteen years. 

Ques. 5. Please state what was the consideration to be paid to 
John Lorton for the said tract of land, and state whether or not it 
has. ever been paid? 

the foregoing question and any answer thereto is excepted to per 
cause this witness is imconpetent to testify in regard to any trans- 
action between him and John Lorton, the said John Lorton peing dead. 

J.W.Orr,. 

Ans. I bought it in two lots. One lot I wag to pay 240,00 for 
and the other 545.00, making °85.00 for both lots. 

(ues. G-~ Please state if you know from whom John Gorton pought 
this piece of land? 

Excepted to because there should be better evidence and bhe “pets 
ter evidence should be produced, 

JoW. OTT. 

Ans. He bought it from William Ball, Ola Tommy Ball's Willian, 
Known as "Yellow Bill," 

ques. 7- Please state if you know whether or not William Ball 
ever made to John Lorton a deed to this lana? | 

Excepted to Tor the same reasons that if a deed was made, the 
deed should be produced or properly accounted for. 

| J.W.Orr for Deffendants. 

Ans. <A deed was made by William Ball and wife to John Lorton 
and I saw the deed at John Lorton's house about the time that Jonn 
Lorton made me the title bond. 

The foregoing inquiries and answers thereto are all excepted to 
in so far and for the reason that they are in conflict with the deed 
taken by the plaintiff from B. L. Lorton for the land in controversy. 

IAN oc OLR 
Ques, 8. Please state if you kmow what ever became of the deed 


made by William Ball to John Lorton? 





Excepted to for the same reasons. d.8.0rr For Betts. 

Ans. Ido not know what ever became of the deed. 

Ques. 9. Please state whether or not B. L. Lorton ever had any 
title that you know of in any way to this land which you bought from 
his father John Lorton? 

Excepted to because in conflict with and intended to contradict 
the deed accepted and taken by the plaintiff from the said B. L. Lor™ 
ton. o.. 8. O72". 

Ans. He never had any that I Know of. He tried to buy this land 
from me at one time, but I refused to sell it to hin, 

Ques. 10. Please state if you know whether or not the deed from 


Willian Ball and wife on October 2nd, 1890, and recorded in deed book 


25 page 558, to B. L. Lorton covers the three acre tract of land that 


you bought from John Lorton? 

Excepted to for the same reasons. 

J. W Orr for Defendants. 

ins. i adoes’ Hot. 

Qees 11. State whether or not you are still in the vossession 
of this three acre tract of land? 

ine . Yess sir. 

Ques. 12. State whether or not William Littrell, Constable of 

Lee County, served on you a copy of a writ of possession? 
Ans. Not on me, but on one of fy boys who was living 


house, 


The defendants counsel not waiving his exceptions to the examina™ 
tion of this witness, but relying thereon procee@ to cross examine 
the Witness as follows: 

Mones, 1 .is*net iat-a fac%-that Balle Lorton and Vine Lerten, bis 
wife, did convey to you the tract of land in controversy by deed 
dated the 16th day of September, 19077 

Ane. "ney cla Tix up a deed and sent it back here and my son 


paid them the $15.00. 


XQues.2. You accepted the said deed and had it recorded in "Wie 





+ 


clerk's office, did you not? 

Ans. I did, I was advised that way and Knew no petter. 

XQues. 3- State whether or not that deed oroperty describes the 
tract or parcel of land in controversy? 

Ans. On hearing the calls of said deed read I suppose they 
cover the land in controversy. 

XQues. 4. You have stated in your examination thiuchtef thatrtyou 
paid to John Lorton the purchase price for this land. Have you any 
receipts, notes lifted or any other evidence of that fact? 

Ans. There was an old note for $20.00 the last payment, but I 
do not know whether it could now be read or not. I think I left that 
note with M.G.E1y. 

XQues. 5. You state that you are still in possession Gre TALS 
land, is it not a fact that the house is vacated and has peen Tor some 


tine? 


Ans. My son who was living in the house moved out about two 


months ago and moved his effects and left some of mine:in- the hHeuse 
and I have the door locked. 

XQues.6 You have stated that B. L. Lorton never had any Pit ae 
to this tract of land that you Knew of,is it not a fact that by deed 
dated the 2nd day of October, 1990, made by William S$. Ball and Mary 
J. nis wife to Bayles Lorton, who is Known as B. lL. Lorton, gonveyed 
to the said B. L. Lorton this tract of land together with another 
tract, a copy of which said deed is exhibited in this cause marked 
"EY 

Ans. On hearing the calls read, I cannot say they are calls of 
this tract in controversy or not. 


And further this deponent saith not. 


(Signature waived) 
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C. H. Blaylock, another witness of lawful age bveing duly sworn 
deposes and says: 

Ques. 2. Please state your age, residence, and occupation, and 
relationship to the plaintiff? 

Ans. I am thirty two years old, reside near Ewing, Virginia, 
am a farmer and a gon of the plaintiff. 

Ques. 2. Please state whether or not you are acquainted with 
the three acre tract of land owned by your father in controversy in 
this suit and how long have you known it? 

Ans. I have known the land for 18 or 19 years, principally 
PeLsea, near AT. 

QUES. Se You have just heard read the calls in a deed made in 
1890 by William S$. Ball and wife to B.:L. Lorton. Please state wheth= 
er or not the calls in that deed with reference to the two acre tract 
covers, or is the same tract of land in controversy in this suit’ 

Excepted to because intended to contradict or deny the title 
received by the plaintiff and wife from B. L. Lorton and wife and is 
not admissible. JoW.Orr. 

Ans. Ido not think that it covers the piece of land that my 
father bought, at least the corners does not corresponde with any 
that I have ever heard called. I do not know what piece of land the 
Jilson surveys. 

Ques. 4. Please state whether or not if you know B. L. Lorton 
ever owned or had any title to the piece of land you father bought 
from John Lorton? 


Excepted to for the same reasons. 
Jie se OGR. 


Ans. I could not say that. did, or Wdidn't for I do not Know. 


CROSS~ EXAMINATION. 

XQues. 1™ Does the calls in the deed from Bayless Lorton and 
wife to your father and mother cover the three acre tract ef. Land ein 
controversy or not? 

Ans. I think that it does, except I am of opinion that there is 


9 call or two lett out after reaching the south line mentioned. 





And further this deponent saith not. 


(Signature waived.) 


samuel Stanley, another witness of lawful aze being duly sworn 
deposes and says! 

Ques. I, Please state your age, residence and occupation, and 
whether or not you are acquainted with the land in controversy? 

Ans. J am tifty~two years old, reside at Ewing, Virginia, ama 
farmer, and I know the piece of land that Lorton sold to Blaylock. 
ft have known it twelve or thirteen years. 

Ques. 27 Please state whether or not if you know Willian =o 
Ball and wife ever made to John Zorton a deed to this land which Lor- 
ton sold to Rlaylock? 

Excepted to because intened to conflict with the plaintiffs deed 
from B. L. Lorton and wife. 

for Defendants. 
Ans. I do not know. 


Ques. 57” You have heard read the calls of the two acre tract 


in the deed made by Ball and wife to Bayless Lorton in 1890. Please 


state whether or not those calls cover this three acre tract of land 
in controversy, or was that land deeded to you by B.L.Lorton? 

Ans. It seems that they cover both the Blaylock land and the 
land which I bowcht. 

Ques. 4. How much land did you buy from Bayless Lorton? 

Ans. Twenty~three acres more or less, 

Ques. 5. Have you a deed from Bayless Lorton for the 33 acres, 
and if you have will you please file a copy of this deed with your 
deposition? 

Ans. I have a deed and here file a copy of it with my deposition. 

Ques. G. State whether or not this land borders on or adjoins 
the three acre tract of Blaylocks, 

Ans. Yes sir, it adfoins it on the west side of the ridge road, 


Ques. 7% Please state whether or not at the time you pought 





© ® 


this land from Bayless Lorton, you understood from him that he claiméd 
my other land there, or did he sell you all the land ne owned at 
that place. 

Excepted to because in conflict with the Dliaintiffs deed. 

githice le 

Ans. He sold me all that he said belonged to him, He said that 
ne did not want to make me a deed to anything that did not belong to 
him, 


road 
Ques. 8. On which side of the ridge does the Blaylock land 11i¢? 


Ans. It lies on the west side of the road. | 

Ques. 9. Who else was present at the time this deed was executed 
when Bayless Lorton said that he did not want to deed something that 
did not belong to him? 

Ans. I ao not know just who was present. I do not recollect 


any body except Mr. Ball, myself and Lorton, it mas tab, Sterrela Rob= 


inson's. 
CROSS BXAMINATION. 


XQes. 1. Please state whether or not the calls in deed Emon 
B. Le Lorton and wife to Josepn Blaylock and wife, dated 16th of Sept. 
1907, in pour opinion covers the three acre tract of land in contro-~ 
versyé 

Ans. I think the calls do as far as they go. Il think they are 
correct from the spotted oak south with the road to a south side line, 
then from there as I understand it, the boundary should go west with 
that line, but as to how the other corners set around to the spotted 
oak, I do not know how that 1s. 


Ana further this deponent saith not. 


(Signature waived) 


Lucy Pridemore, another witness of lawful age, being duly sworn 


deooses and says. 
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Ques.i, Please state your residence and relationship to John 
Lorton, deceased? 

Ans. I live at Ewing, Virginia, and he was my father. 

Ques. 2. How long has your father been dead? 

Ans. About eighteen years. 

Ques. 3. State whether or not you are acquainted with the three 
acre tract of land which your father which your father sold to Joseph 
BlayLoek? 

Ans. Yes sir, I have been on it many a time and have lived on 
it, but I could not tell how it runs. 

Ques. 4 Do you remember about the time your father sold this 
land to Mr. Blaylock? 

Ans.) Yes sir, 

Ques. 5. Please state if you know whether or not your father 
ever haf a deed to this land from Smith Ball and wifeg 

Ans. Yes sir, he had one, I could not read it but f heard nim 
read. it. 

Ques. 6 Do you know what ever became of that deed? 

Ans. I do not. My brother Bayless got hold of the deed after 
my father died and I do not Know what he did with it. 

Ques. 7. What other land did your father own there besides the 
three acres Bold to Blaylock? 

Ans. My father owned the land that Bayless sold to Mr. Stanley. 

Ques. 8. Please state whether or not you ever heard Bayless 
Lorton say anything about having a deed to the tract of land which 
your father sold to Mr. Blaylock? 

Ans. No sir, I nevér did, but I heard him say that he was going 
to try to buy this land from Mr. Blaylock a short time before he left. 

Excepted to in so far as in conflict with the plaintiffs deed 


Trom B..b. Lorton and witeg 
¢.-W. Orr, 


Ans. Do you or not know anything of your father making to 
Bayless Lorton a deed to this Blaylock land, 


Ans... 2 er fet. 





CROSS EXAMINATION. 


XQues.]1. Can you read and write? 

Ans... No Sir, 

XQues. 2. You stated that you heard your father John Lorton 
read the deed from Ball and wife, and you also stated that after your 


father's death your brother Bayless Lorton got hold of the deed and 


that you did not know what became of it. How do you know that Bayless 


got hold of that particular deedg 

Ans. I do not Know for certain, I only know what he told me 
and what paps wife told me, 

XQues.3. So you do not Know of your own knowledge whether or 
not such a deed ever existed, and if so, what became of it do you? 

Ans. I do not Know. I only know what some one else SON Bie” ol 
heard my father read it. 

And further this d@ponent sayeth not. 


(Signature waived) 


IT. S. Snavely, another witness of lawful age being duly sworn 
deposes and says: 
Ques. I, Please state your age, residence and occupation? 


Ans. I am fifty-seven years old, reside at Ewing, and am a far- 


Ques. 2. state whether or not you are acquainted with the B Lave 
lock three acre tract of land in controversy in this suit, and how 
long have you Known it? 

Ans. JI am acquainted with it and have known it about twenty— 
Six or seven years. 

Please state whether or not you was present when the 
deed was executed by B. L. Lorton to Samual Stanley and written by 
Mit oe BAe? 

Ans. I do not think I was present, 

Ques. 4. Btate whether or not you ever heard BASKASBK Bayless 
Lorton say anything about this Blaylock tract of land not oeing his? 


ANS. I do not remember hearing him say anything about it. 
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Ques. 5. Please state if you Know whether or not John Lorton 
ever had a deed from William Ball and wife? 

Ans. He claimed he did, When I moved there he called it his 
land. My land joined his. My Meo icction is that he showed me the 
aeed once put I am not positive. The man talked a great deal of 
what he had and boasted about his aifairs, 

The foregoing is accepted to because in conflict with the 
plaintiffs deed from Lorton and wife. 
gs. Orr. 

Ques. 6. Please state whether or not the citizens in the neigh 
porhood of where Capt. John Lorton lived recognized the fact that he 
owned the two tracts of land, that is the Blaylock tract and the 
tract deeded by Bayless Lorton to Samel Stanley? 

AHS, YXSRXSARE 

Excepted to because heresay and inadmissible and in conflict 
with the plaintiffs deed from Bayless Lorton and wife. 

J.W.Orr for Defendants. 

Ans. Yes sib, I lived in the neighborhood and all the citizens 
recognized the fact that he was the owner of the land and bought 
board trees from him, and I remember one instance in which he sold to 
Smith Ball a right=of-way across the land. Never heard of anyone 
Glise claiming it. 

GROSS EXAMINATION. 

XQues.17 Did the citizens base their recognition on the rights 

of John Lorton on the fact that he had titie to, the land, or only on 


the fact that he was in possession of it, and claimed it? 


Ans. He was in possession and claimed the land but I Know nothing 


about the title, 


And further this witness saith not. 


(Signature waived). 





State of Virginia, 
Gounty of Lee, to-wit: 
The foregoing depositions of Joseph Blaylock, ©. H. Blay~ 
lock, Samuel Stanley, Lucy Pridemore, and I. S. Snavely were taken, 
sibseribed and sworn to before me at the time and place, and for the 


purpose in the caption mentioned. 


Given under my hand this the 22nd day of Jamary, 1909. 


Wp, i Sf) Citi. ¥.P. 
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This deed made this 3rd day of February, 1896 by and between 
Bayless Lorton and Levina Lorton his wife, of the first part and Sam_ 
uel Stanley of the second part, all of Lee County, Virginia, 

Witnesseth that the said Bayles Lorton and Levina Lorton his 
wife for and in consideration of the sum of One Hundred and Eighty 
($130.00) Dollars to them in hand paid, the receipt whereof is hereby 
acknowledged, has this day bargained, sold and conveyed unto the war 
ties of the second part a certain tract or parcel of land lying and 
being in the County of Lee and State aforesaid, and on the waters of 
Indian Creek and adjoining the said M. S. Balls land and also the Gray 
lands, and bounded as follows: Beginning on a poplar and white oak 
corner to the Wilson and Talor survey, thence south running with the 
old Wilbson survey now calléd the Gray land S$. 54 poles to a stake 
in said Louis Brooks land and with the same S. 77 W. supposed to be 
80 poles to the west side of a ridge-road to a stake on the west side 
of said road, thence running on the west side of said road north to 
a stake in the old five hundred acre line or the George Chadwell 
line all the land owned by the said Lorton, thenee 
running with the said Louis Brooks and T. S. Snavely line 92 poles 
to the beginning with one exception. A strip of land running wp the 
branch belonging to M. S&S, Rall, begimming at a stake in T. S. Snave- 
lys land running 15 feet wide to Louis Bmyooks line running south to 
inctiude the road as it now runs, supposed to contain 23 acres, be the 


Same more or less, with all of its appurtenances thereto belonging 


to the parties of the first part, doth coveant to and with the paz 


ties of the second part that they will warrant and defent the title 
of the above desired lands to the party of the second part and his 
heirs against all persons whomsoever, the day and year above written 
whereunto we have subscribed our hands and seals. 
Bayless Lorton Seal. 
ner 
Levina x lLorton Seal, 
mark, 


Lee County, to-wit: 


I. M. C. Brooks a Justice of the Peace in and for the 
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ty aforesaid and State of Virginia, do certify that Bayles Lorton and 
Levina Lorton, his wife, whose names are signed to the writing above, 
bearing date on the 2rd day of February, 1396, have acknowledged the 
same before me in my county and state aforesaid, 

Given under my hand this the 3rd day of February, 1996. 


M G2 Brooks, de e. 


Virginia, 


Lee County, to-wit} 


v 


In the office of the Clerk of the County Gosrt for said 


County the 1st day of March, 1897, this deed was presented and tO Set hs 
er with the certificate thereto annexed admitted to record. 


Teste: 8.V.FP.Richmond, Clerk, 








This Deed, made the 16 day of September in the year 1907 between 
B. L. Lorton and his wife Vinia Lorton of the State of Georgia of the 
one part, and Joe Blaylock and his wife Mattie Blaylock of the State of 
Yirginia. of the other part, 

Witnesseth: That in consideration of the sum of Fifteen $15.00 
dollars, paid to the said B. L. Lorton & Vinia Lorton, as follows: in 
hand The said first Parties have this day sold to the outa Joe Blay- 
lock & Mattie Blaylock and by these presents do grant unto the said 
Joe Blaylock and kattie Elaylock, with general warranty, all that cer- 
tain tract or parcel of land, situate on the waters of Indian Creek in 
Lee County, Virginia, and bounded and described as follows: Begin- 
ning at a spoted oak west of the road runing South with said road and 
on the side of said road to a south side line west round to the spoted 
oak the begining corner, supposed to contain 3 acres more or less the 
first parties will warrnt and defend the title to the said land hercin 
conveyed. To have and to held said land unto the second parties there 
heirs for ever with the appurteances to the second parties. And the 
said grantors covenant that they have a right to convey the ssid land 


to the grantees; that they have done no act to encumber the said land; 


that the grantees shall have quitepossession of the said land free 


from all encumbrances; and that they will execute such further assur- 
ances of the said land as may be requisite. 

Witness the following Si cnatepes and seals. 

Signed ) B. L. Lorton 
her 
Vinia x Lorton 
mark 
County of Floyd to-wit: 

R. H. Foss Notary Public & a justice of the peace for the county 
aforesaid, in the state of Georgia, do certify that B. L. Lorton and 
VYinia Lorton whose names are signed to the writing above, bearing date 
on the day of 16th of September 19C7 have acknowledge the same before 
me in my county aforesaid. 


Given under my hand, this ?2 day of October, 1907. 


_R. H. Fosa N. P. & i. P. 


Ls ‘i 1562 G. M. 
fitness «4% signature of B. L. Lorton and mark of Vinia Lorton. 


Wm. Walter. 


f mien 


. re 





Virginia, Lee County, to-wit: 
In the Clerk's Office of Lee County, on this the Sth day of Novem- 


ber, 1907, this deed was presented, and together with the certificate 


——. 


f? CE 

; og  ——— 

; VylO / “ oo > 
teste: US CV) Gane 


(D. B. 46, pase 3f8 &c.) 


annexed, admitted to record. 
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Everett Waddey Co., 
Stationers and Printers, ‘ Form No, 306. 
Richmond, Va. 
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ie. oll = Ken elit these Leesente, That we. 


r@hel bad tai | Ore ia, i I De, os 
BU. CF. ee rn See | soir: 
tothe payment whereof, well and truly to he made to the said Commonwealth ai Virginia, we ine ourselves 
and aah of us, our and each of our heirs, executors and administrators, jointly and severally, firmly 
by these presents. And we hereby waive the benefit of our exemptions as to this obligation, and 
also of any claim or right to discharge any liability to the Commonwealth arising under this bond, or by 
virtue of said office, post gr oS with coupons detached from the bonds of this State. Sealed with our 


seals, and dated this... cwmaday Of... LOGY EAU’... one thousand nine 
hundred . 


i in i ahAneeee against... 


has Da 


SALD 


Werovided, by the Rice of the said Judge awarding 


ic injunction, that the plaintiff skall not have the benefits thereof until A a 


besomeOne fOr tte, shall enter into a bond, with good security, in the clerk’s office of the 


said court, payable to the Commonwealth of Virginia, in the penalty of Lkeg a PR Cel i 
llars, and conditioned to pay all such costs“@s hei be awarded against the 
said plaintiff , and all such damages as , shall be incurred in case the said injunction be dissolved. Now, 
therefore, if the said_ 4OCL, EAL La 7 nt yp Cfo. eee Shallpay allisuch eostsias 
may be awarded aghinst 7 Ab Anny and all such ee as shall be incurred in case the said injunc- 


tion be dissolved, then this obligation to _ void, gotherwise to remain in full force and virtue. 
Executed in the presence of Ay Ae Lf Lj 7 Bscal@ 
QRRARA 
STRTRAD YS: 
SEAL. Be 


/Raeeam 





In the Clerk's Office OC he a a ee me ourt of the. 
This day personally appeared before me 
_Court of the 


estate , just debts, and those for which._ ¥ ai. bound 
as security for others and expect to have to pay worth the sum of. 
__dollars, over and above all exemptions allowed by law. 


Given under my hand, this 











Form No. 306. 
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The Coummomvcalth of Virginia, 
To the Sheriff of the Cony of TRG 
WE ee 7 YOU, That you 1p cn EES See ek OLE. / é (,©,.( ae Aldea. 


to appear at the Clerk’s office of the Circuit De of the County of Lee, at rules to be held for the said court, on 


Sa. —_— 


——_ ae oe se 


tg leigh. LT 


alee Momaye ine Ms HE eau Ze 24-1905 ., to answer a bill in chancery orice against w/a COCK 


-— 


“year of the Commonwealth. 


A f > P f > — | / 
T ) iC a 7 
= SA AKO PAU a , Clerk 


_— eee eee ee 
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Lhe Commonwealth of Virginia, 
| To the Sheriff of the County of Lee, eee 
/ 


to appear sys Clerk’s on of the Circuit, fourt of the County of Lee, at rules to be held for the said court, on 


;Monday i in { LEE aw LSA 190 -, to answer a bill in chancery exhibited against_ fice c 


a y ; 
ty CM Babee 2 OE 4 V pus i 


And have then there this writ. Witness, H. C. T. EWING, Clerk of our sai 
day of. onentrre 1908. and 1.332" year of the Oeiiinacalth 


‘A Copy, Teste; 
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